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•Revised Tentative Resolution
•Revised Basin Plan Amendment
•Comment Letters Received
•Staff Response to Comments #2
•Errata Sheet #2
•Revised Maps
•Revised Technical Report
•Revised Attachment F
•Attachment P - Chronology of Public Participation
•Memorandum from Legal Council
•Staff Response to Comments #3
•Copy of Staff Response to Comments #1
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ObligationsObligations

•Legally obligated to prepare and adopt a TMDL

•The TMDL is an action plan to restore and protect beneficial 
uses



Due Public ProcessDue Public Process
5 Public Workshops (147 Participants)

8 Stakeholder Meetings (75 Participants)

Prior to the Public Hearing:  6 Letters with 25 Issues

Public Hearing:  5 Speakers with 20 Issues (9 New Issues)

Extended Public Comment Period:  3 Letters with 9 Issues (new)

Today’s Public Meeting



Public HearingPublic Hearing
June 12, 2002June 12, 2002

•Close of public hearing (w/ 15 additional days allowed)

•Only written public comments

•Staff to make recommendations to the Board



Written CommentsWritten Comments
1. Monitoring and Reporting Period

2. Clarifying Text for Attachment F

3. “Should” vs “May

4. City’s Proposed Monitoring Plan

5. New Monitoring Requirements Text

6. Encourage “Think Blue”

7. San Diego BayKeeper Supports the TMDL 

8. Port Supports the City
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None of the comments received during the extended 
comment period raised any substantial issues



3. “Should” vs “May”3. “Should” vs “May”

•Replace “Should” with “May” in the monitoring requirements

•Sampling frequency, number and location of stations, are 
recommendations

•Staff recommends staying with “Should”



4. City’s Monitoring Plan4. City’s Monitoring Plan

•Approve the City’s proposed Monitoring Plan

•Monitoring Plan to be amended to MS4 Permit

•Staff disagrees with the City’s request



Recommended ChangesRecommended Changes

1. Monitoring and Reporting Period

2. Clarifying Text for Attachment F

Minor changes to clarify, correct, update or enhance



Next StepsNext Steps
•Recommend adoption of the changes as proposed by Staff

•Approval by: State Water Resources Control Board

Office of Administrative Law

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency

•Development of Phased Schedule of Compliance to numeric 
limits

•Amendment of MS4 and other applicable permits
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Recommendation:

Adopt Resolution R9-2002-0123


